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called ant-rum, cavea, spelunca.    Now antruni means
really the same as internum.    Antar in Sanskrit
means between and within.1 Antrum, therefore, meant
originally what is within or inside the earth or any-
thing else.   It is clear, therefore, that such a name
could not have been given to any individual cave,
unless the general idea,, of being within, or inwardness,
had been present in ,the mind.  This general idea once
formed, and once expressed by the pronominal root
an  or antar, the process of naming is  clear  and
intelligible.    The place where the savage could live
sale from rain and from the sudden attacks of wild
beasts, a natural hollow in the rock, he would call his
within, liis <centrum-, and afterwards similar places,
whether dug ;in ,the earth or cut in a tree, would be
designated by the  same  name.    The same general
idea, however, would likewise supply other names,
and thus we find that the entrails (intrania in lex
Salica) were called antra (neuter) in Sanskrit, en-
tera in Greek, originally .things within.

Let us take another word for .cave, which is cftvea
or c&verna. Here again Adam Smith would be per-
fectly right in maintaining that this name, when first
given, was applied to one particular cave, and was
afterwards extended to other caves. But Leibniz
* would be equally right in maintaining that in order to
call even the -first hollow cavea, it was necessary that
the general idea of hollow should have been formed
in the mind, and should have received its vocal
expression cav. Nay, we may go a step beyond,
for cavus, or hollow, is a secondary, not a primary,

1 Pott, Hjtymologiselie Forschungen, s. 324 seq.